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Purple Line GEC
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission - Montgomery County Parks and Recreation
Department Formal Agency Coordination Meeting
Parkside Headquarters
9500 Brunett Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland
Wednesday, November 21, 2012 at 1:00 PM

MEETING SUMMARY

ATTENDEES: Mr. Jim Guinther, Purple Line GEC
Mr. Steve Hawtof, Purple Line GEC
Ms. Kristi Hewlett, Purple Line GEC
Mr. Charles Kines, M-NCPPC
Ms. Harriet Levine, Purple Line GEC
Mr. Doug Redmond, M-NCPPC

LIST OF HANDOUTS:
- Agenda

1. Overview of refinements made to the Preferred Alternative since the previous meeting

The Purple Line GEC Team provided a brief overview of the refinements made to the proposed alignment since the
previous meeting. The Purple Line team proceeded to review each park, and discuss parks in terms of impact
findings previously discussed. The Purple Line Team supplied agendas for use by each meeting attendee, plan
sized maps illustrating anticipated impacts to each park, and photographs of Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park in the
vicinity of the proposed project.

2. Elm Street Urban Park

As discussed in previous meetings, M-NCPPC is in the process of redesigning Elm Street Urban Park. The park will
be completely redesigned in the future, though no timeline was provided. M-NCPPC is overseeing the design of
the park. All of the renderings of the proposed reconstructed park have been provided to the Purple Line Team.
The team has been working with M-NCPPC and Montgomery County in an effort to construct access to the
proposed Capital Crescent Trail in an effort to minimize any potential impacts to the park. Construction access
would be through the Interim CCT. Construction impacts to the park would be minimized to the maximum extent
possible.

As currently designed, the Preferred Alternative would result in 0.02 acre of temporary impacts to Elm Street
Urban Park. Impacts would be a result of the construction of the access from the park to the proposed CCT. The
proposed trail connection would be eight feet wide, but depending on park plans, could be widened to ten feet.
Impacts would be temporary and would improve access to the park from the trail. The trail connection would be
aerial over the transitway, where it would cross to parallel the transitway to the north. The pedestrian bridge over
the transitway would be fenced within a boxed truss over the track.

General Engineering Consultant Team
Gannett Fleming/Whitman, Requardt and Associates JV
801 South Caroline Street, Baltimore, MD 21231
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There were questions about the potential visual impacts of the proposed trail and transitway from EIm Street
Urban Park. In the vicinity of the park, the proposed transitway would be constructed within the tunnel under the
Air Rights Building. There would be walls constructed directly north of the park that would screen the view of the
transitway from the park. The design of the walls would be consistent with what is proposed with the
redevelopment of the Air Rights Building. The walls would end with a louver (a framed opening with movable
horizontal slats for ventilation), directly west of the proposed trail connection from EIm Street Urban Park to the
proposed Capital Crescent Trail. Five-foot wide sidewalks would be constructed through the tunnel in lieu of a trail
so that patrons could access the Purple Line or Metro’s Red Line. In addition, the sidewalk would serve as an
alternate means of crossing Wisconsin Avenue.

A rock garden currently exists between Elm Street Urban Park and the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail. There
were discussions about potentially including landscaping between the Air Rights Building and the park. The rock
garden could potentially be landscaped up to the louver area. This will be further explored and will be discussed
at future agency coordination meetings.

M-NCPPC concurred that as currently designed, the proposed project would result in de minimis impacts to EIm
Street Urban Park. However, if the design of the trail connection changes and results in impacts to the existing
playground or the removal of trees, this finding would need to be revisited.

3. Rock Creek Stream Valley Park

In the vicinity of Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, the proposed project would be aligned completely within
Montgomery County right-of-way. Construction would occur from Lyttonsville area in an effort to expedite
construction in the vicinity of the park. Rock Creek National Recreational Trail would be detoured temporarily
during construction in an effort to protect trail patrons. Extensive tree clearing would occur in order to perform
the construction of the trail and transitway. This would result in increased visibility of the trail and transitway. The
Purple Line Team is currently evaluating various options to connect the proposed Capital Crescent Trail to Rock
Creek Trail.

The design of the proposed connector trail from the proposed Capital Crescent Trail to existing Rock Creek Trail
was discussed. The proposed trail connection would occur completely within Montgomery County right-of-way in
an effort to minimize direct impacts to the park and natural resources in the vicinity of the proposed project. The
engineering and construction of the trail was discussed and the team described why the proposed connection
would work. Through the majority of the park, the proposed Capital Crescent Trail would be aligned to the south
side of the proposed transitway. The trail would be constructed at a lower elevation than the transitway in an
effort to preserve the viewshed within Rock Creek Stream Valley Park to the maximum extent possible. On the
eastern side of the park, the trail would cross under the proposed transitway in a tunnel, where it would parallel
the transitway to the north.

We revisited the previous discussion regarding potentially moving the Rock Creek Trail in an effort to reduce
flooding and siltation issues that currently plague the trail. Moving the trail is not a feasible option because of the
instability of slope to the south of the proposed transitway, the construction of the proposed trail and transitway
and associated abutments, and the location of the Rock Creek floodplain. The M-NCPPC requested that the Purple
Line Team evaluate potentially raising the trail, either by constructing a boardwalk or by some other means
through the proposed project area. Elevating the trail would improve the functionality of the trail.
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M-NCPPC questioned stormwater management measures within the park. Stormwater management facilities
would not be constructed within the park, as this would result in an increase in impacts to park resources. As
such, M-NCPPC concurred that as currently designed, since the proposed project would not have an adverse effect
on the park or any park facilities, it would result in de minimis impacts to the park and trail.

4. Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long Branch Local Park

Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long Branch Local Park would be evaluated as two separate parks. However,
since the alignment and related issues would include the same discussion for both parks, both are included below.
At the May 16, 2012 formal agency coordination meeting, M-NCPPC indicated that the proposed project would
result in de minimis impacts to both Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long Branch Local Park. However,
additional discussions with other M-NCPPC and Montgomery County staff after that meeting, it was determined
that additional minimization measures would need to be evaluated before M-NCPPC would concur with de
minimis impact determinations for either park. As part of mitigation, M-NCPPC indicated that replanting would be
required within the parks to replace vegetation that would be removed as a result of the proposed project. In
addition, they indicated that new sidewalks have been constructed along Garland Avenue, which is located directly
west of the park. Access to those sidewalks would be maintained at all times during construction. They requested
that construction be avoided during June and July, which are historically the busiest months for Long Branch
Recreational Center.

The Preferred Alternative is aligned through the median of Piney Branch Road, which abuts Long Branch Stream
Valley Park to the north. Right-of-way would be required for the widening of Piney Branch Road to accommodate
the proposed Purple Line. The roadway widening would include two dedicated lanes for the transitway, one in
each direction, an 11-foot wide vehicle lane and a 16-foot wide shared use lane for vehicle and bicycle use in each
direction. Five-foot wide sidewalks would be constructed on both north and south sides of Piney Branch Road.

As currently designed, the Preferred Alternative would require the acquisition of approximately 0.11 acre of
property and approximately 0.36 acre of temporary construction easements from Long Branch Stream Valley Park.
In addition, the Preferred Alignment would require the acquisition of approximately 0.07 acre of property and
approximately 0.24 acre of temporary construction easements from Long Branch Local Park. As part of the
proposed project, the culvert that currently conveys Long Branch Stream beneath Piney Branch Road would be
lengthened and a new parallel pipe would be constructed in an effort to better convey the stream and mitigate
flooding that currently occurs frequently in this location. A majority of the proposed construction, including the
extension of the culvert and construction of the new pipe, would occur from Piney Branch Road in an effort to
minimize impacts to the park. Some tree removal would be required within the park along Piney Branch Road and
the stream directly adjacent to the road for grading. However; some material storage and access through the
existing parking lot may be required.

At the previous meeting, M-NCPPC indicated that there are a lot of problems within Long Branch Stream. The
stream has a lot of erosion issues. In addition, flooding is frequent in the vicinity of Long Branch Stream Valley
Park. M-NCPPC indicated that there are problems with non-native invasive tree species growing along the stream
banks.

Five-foot wide sidewalks currently exist on either side of Piney Branch Road. The proposed project would include
the construction of five-foot wide sidewalks to replace those that would be displaced as a result of the proposed
project. Montgomery County would like to construct 10-foot wide sidewalks on either side of Piney Branch Road.
M-NCPPC stated that the Sector Plan that is currently under development includes sidewalk widening to 10 feet
along Piney Branch Road. The Purple Line Team indicated that while the current plans include the construction of
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five-foot wide sidewalks on either side of Piney Branch Road, some measures could be taken to prepare the
proposed project area for widened sidewalks in the future. Potential measures include raising the headwalls and
wingwalls associated with the proposed culvert extension by 2 % feet so that sidewalk widening could be
accommodated without impacting the extended culvert in the future.

Access to the Long Branch Community Center would be restricted. Access would be limited to right turns into and
out of the community center. The reason for the restricted access is that traffic cannot cross the transitway at an
unsignalized intersection. In addition, there is not enough room on Piney Branch Road to construct left turn lanes
without substantially impacting buildings, which would be necessary to allow for left turns on Piney Branch Road.
Therefore, patrons utilizing the community center from the west would need to make a u-turn at University
Boulevard to access the community center. In addition, patrons wishing to travel eastbound from the community
center would need to turn right onto Piney Branch Road and make a u-turn at Arliss Street to proceed eastbound
on Piney Branch Road. Full access to the Long Branch Trail would be maintained at all times during construction.
The proposed project would include better signalized pedestrian crossings along Piney Branch, which would be
beneficial to park patrons.

M-NCPPC stated that no left turns on Piney Branch Road would be unacceptable according to the Long Branch
Sector Plan, which is currently under development. Approximately 300 to 400 people use the community center
every day, so there is a need to access it. In addition, M-NCPPC indicated their opinion was that since the
restricted access to and from the community center would be a direct result of the proposed Purple Line, MTA is
responsible for remediating any potential impacts to access. M-NCPPC indicated that they didn’t feel that all
measures were thoroughly exhausted to minimize impacts to access to the Long Branch Community Center. They
requested additional minimization and mitigation measures be evaluated. Suggested measures include the
following:

e Further widen Piney Branch Road so that left turn lanes could be included in each direction;

e Potentially realign the entrance to the Community Center with Barron Street;

e Potentially relocate the Long Branch Community Center from its current location to the west, east of the
intersection of Garland Avenue and Walden Road;

e Potentially construct an additional access road from Garland Avenue near the Long Branch Library along
an existing pedestrian path. A recently reconstructed pedestrian bridge over Long Branch would need to
be reconstructed to accommodate vehicular traffic; and

The construction of an additional Long Branch Community Center access road from University Boulevard to
Langley Drive has been evaluated in the past by M-NCPPC and Montgomery County. However, that option was
dismissed, as the access road would be through an existing residential area and would result in a significant
increase in traffic within the neighborhood and affecting safety.

M-NCPPC requested that the Purple Line Team attempt to minimize tree loss within Long Branch Stream Valley
Park, as the proposed limits of disturbance, as currently designed, appear to be a bit more generous than is
necessary. The Team will further refine the temporary impacts, limits-of-disturbance, and tree removal within
Long Branch Stream Valley Park.

The measures listed above will be further evaluated and discussed at the next meeting with M-NCPPC.

5. Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park
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For documentation purposes, this park includes Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, Sligo Cabin Neighborhood Park,
and Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail. The Purple Line Team verified that this would be acceptable to M-
NCPPC. The park is 543 acres in size, consists of seven different units, and encompasses the Sligo Creek floodplain.
The park was purchased and developed using Capper-Cramton Act funding.

The proposed project is aligned through the median of Wayne Avenue in the vicinity of Sligo Creek Stream Valley
Park. In addition, the proposed Green Trail would be constructed from Silver Spring to Sligo Creek Parkway in this
area, abutting Wayne Avenue to the north. Anticipated impacts to Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park were discussed
with M-NCPPC. As currently designed, the proposed project would result in 0.25 acre of permanent impacts, as
well as 1.48 acre of temporary impacts. In addition, a 0.03 acre sliver of land currently owned by Montgomery
County that abuts Wayne Avenue to the south would be conveyed to M-NCPPC for use as park. Not only will the
bridge on Wayne Avenue need to be reconstructed to accommodate the transit way, it would be moved slightly to
the west to accommodate the realignment of Sligo Creek. Flooding is an issue within the proposed project area at
this location. Realigning the existing stream would be beneficial to the park and the surrounding area, as it would
alleviate these flooding issues. Full access to the park and facilities would be maintained at all times during
construction. No park facilities would be affected by the proposed project.

Tree loss is proposed in the vicinity of the proposed project as a result of roadway widening, bridge reconstruction,
and stream realignment. Mapping was presented at the meeting to illustrate proposed tree removal. Tree
removal was determined as a combined result of aerial photography, engineering, and site reconnaissance to
determine where trees currently exist that would need to be removed. It was determined during the meeting that
WSSC is completing a lot of work within Sligo Creek. M-NCPPC will attempt to provide mapping of the stream
upgrades.

The proposed access road located to the south of Wayne Avenue is currently a utility easement. This area was also
used as an access road for WSSC to complete work in January 2012. Tree removal to the south of Wayne Avenue
could potentially be further minimized. To the north of Wayne Avenue, parking within the park would be
reconfigured and replaced as a result of the proposed project. There were concerns about potential impacts to
Sligo Creek Parkway as a result of the roadway tie-ins. This had already been considered by the team, and the
proposed tie-ins are relatively short.

M-NCPPC will have an internal meeting to discuss the proposed project and anticipated impacts. There will be
further discussions between M-NCPPC and the Purple Line Team to discuss a potential de minimis impact finding.

6. New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park

In the vicinity of New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park, from Piney Branch Road, the proposed transitway
would turn southbound onto University Boulevard, where it would be aligned through the middle of the roadway.
The Piney Branch station is proposed for construction directly after the Piney Branch Road-University Boulevard
intersection. The transitway and station construction would require roadway widening of University Boulevard in
this location. The proposed alignment was shifted slightly to the east in an effort to minimize residential
displacements.

As currently designed, the proposed project would result in 0.32 acre of permanent impacts, as well as 0.35 acre of
temporary impacts. The existing parking lot would need to be removed, as roadway widening and sidewalk
construction would impact half of the existing parking area. In addition, the construction of the proposed
transitway would allow only right turns in and out of the park.
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The proposed project would require the displacement of an existing grocery store and gas station, located directly
north of the park. In addition, the Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan is currently being developed for the
proposed project area. M-NCPPC has expressed an interest in the identified displacement area directly to the
north of the park for potential future parking. In addition, there have been discussions about potentially
construction a regulation size soccer field at the park. M-NCPPC indicated that the sector plan that is currently
under development indicates that a loop road would be constructed through the park to provide access to private
property to the north of the park. M-NCPPC stated that the park would be redeveloped, regardless of the
proposed project. The park will be reclassified from a neighborhood park to community use/urban recreation
park. Due to so many unknowns with regard to potential impacts and mitigation, a finding for this park is pending.

7. Next Meeting

M-NCPPC indicated that they would concur with the Federal Transit Administration finding that Elm Street Urban
Park and Rock Creek Stream Valley Park would be subject to de minimis impact findings. As such, after the
conclusion of the meeting, the Purple Line Team would continue with the required de minimis coordination
process. Depending on refinements to the LOD, Long Branch Stream Valley Park could potentially be subject to de
minimis impacts as well. Internal meetings between M-NCPPC will occur in December where they will further
discuss the proposed project and anticipated impacts. Additional coordination would be required regarding
anticipated impacts to Long Branch Local Park, Long Branch Stream Valley Park, Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, and
New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. In addition, coordination for mitigation and minimization will be
ongoing between the Purple Line Team and M-NCPPC.
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ACTION ITEM SUMMARY

Task # | Action Item Due Date Status

Evaluate possibly landscaping the existing “rock garden” between Elm
Street Urban Park and the Air Rights Building

Evaluate potentially raising Rock Creek Trail in an effort to decrease
2. | flooding impacts and siltation. Look into potentially constructing a
boardwalk.

Refine the LOD within Long Branch Stream Valley Park to determine if tree
clearing can be minimized or if the LOD can be decreased

Long Branch Local Park- investigate potential left turns on Piney Branch
Road

5. | Potentially move Long Branch Community Center

Potentially construct a new access road into Long Branch Community
Center

New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park- look into what they are
7. | planning to do with the parcels at corner of University Blvd and Piney
Branch Road

Are there plans to close off access to the corner parcels from Piney
8. | Branch/University? If so, sector plan has potential loop road constructed
through the park

10.

11.

12.

13.
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SIGN IN SHEET

Name Company Phone Number E-mail Address

Kristi Hewlett Purple Line 410-230-6654 kristi.hewlett@jacobs.com
Jim Guinther Purple Line 443-224-1583 jguinther@wrallp.com
Harriet Levine Purple Line 410-230-6630 harriet.levine@jacobs.com

Chuck Kines

M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks

301-495-2184

Charles.Kines@montgomeryparks.org

Doug Redmond

M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks

301-384-2417

Doug.Redmond@montgomeryparks.org

Steve Hawtof

Purple Line

443-348-2017

shawtof@gfnet.com

General Engineering Consultant Team
Gannett Fleming/Whitman, Requardt and Associates JV
801 South Caroline Street, Baltimore, MD 21231
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Purple Line GEC
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission - Montgomery County Parks and Recreation
Department Formal Agency Coordination Meeting
Parkside Headquarters
9500 Brunett Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland
Wednesday, January 25, 2012 at 1:30 PM

MEETING SUMMARY

ATTENDEES: Mr. Jim Guinther, Purple Line GEC
Mr. Steve Hawtof, Purple Line GEC
Ms. Kristi Hewlett, Purple Line GEC
Mr. Charles Kines, M-NCPPC
Ms. Harriet Levine, Purple Line GEC
Mr. Doug Redmond, M-NCPPC

LIST OF HANDOUTS:
- Agenda

1. Introduction

The meeting was kicked off with introductions. Ms. Harriet Levine provided a brief background of the proposed
project. Since the meeting attendees were familiar with the proposed Purple Line alignment, there was no need
to discuss it further. Section 4(f) and its purpose was defined for the group.

A park-by-park discussion was held, where each park that would be affected by the proposed project was
described with regard to existing conditions and access. In addition, anticipated impacts to each park were
discussed, as well as potential impact findings.

A map of the proposed alignment, including the locations of each park along or in close proximity to the proposed
alignment, was presented to the group. It was determined that there would be no impact to the East-West
Highway Neighborhood Conservation Area, as the proposed Purple Line would be constructed on the opposite
side of the street from this area.

2. Elm Street Urban Park

As discussed in previous meetings, M-NCPPC is in the process of redesigning Elm Street Urban Park. The park will
be completely redesigned in the future, though no timeline was provided. M-NCPPC is overseeing the design of
the park. All of the renderings of the proposed reconstructed park have been provided to the Purple Line Team.
The team has been working with M-NCPPC and Montgomery County in an effort to construct access to the
proposed Capital Crescent Trail in an effort to minimize any potential impacts to the park. Construction access
would be through the Interim CCT. Construction impacts to the park would be minimized to the maximum extent
possible.

General Engineering Consultant Team
Gannett Fleming/Whitman, Requardt and Associates JV
801 South Caroline Street, Baltimore, MD 21231
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As currently designed, the Preferred Alternative would result in 0.02 acre of temporary impacts to Elm Street
Urban Park. Impacts would be a result of the construction of the access from the park to the proposed CCT. The
proposed trail connection would be eight feet wide, but depending on park plans, could be widened to ten feet.
Impacts would be temporary and would improve access to the park from the trail. The trail connection would be
aerial over the transitway, where it would cross to parallel the transitway to the north. The pedestrian bridge over
the transitway would be fenced within a boxed truss over the track.

There were questions about the potential visual impacts of the proposed trail and transitway from Elm Street
Urban Park. In the vicinity of the park, the proposed transitway would be constructed within the tunnel under the
Air Rights Building. There would be walls constructed directly north of the park that would screen the view of the
transitway from the park. The design of the walls would be consistent with what is proposed with the
redevelopment of the Air Rights Building. The walls would end with a louver (a framed opening with movable
horizontal slats for ventilation), directly west of the proposed trail connection from EIm Street Urban Park to the
proposed Capital Crescent Trail. Five-foot wide sidewalks would be constructed through the tunnel in lieu of a trail
so that patrons could access the Purple Line or Metro’s Red Line. In addition, the sidewalk would serve as an
alternate means of crossing Wisconsin Avenue.

A rock garden currently exists between Elm Street Urban Park and the Georgetown Branch Interim Trail. There
were discussions about potentially including landscaping between the Air Rights Building and the park. The rock
garden could potentially be landscaped up to the louver area. This will be further explored and will be discussed
at future agency coordination meetings.

M-NCPPC concurred that as currently designed, the proposed project would result in de minimis impacts to EIm
Street Urban Park. However, if the design of the trail connection changes and results in impacts to the existing
playground or the removal of trees, this finding would need to be revisited.

3. Rock Creek Stream Valley Park

In the vicinity of Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, the proposed project would be aligned completely within
Montgomery County right-of-way. Construction would occur from Lyttonsville area in an effort to expedite
construction in the vicinity of the park. Rock Creek National Recreational Trail would be detoured temporarily
during construction in an effort to protect trail patrons. Extensive tree clearing would occur during construction
for the construction of the trail and transitway, as well as construction equipment. This would result in increased
visibility of the trail and transitway. The Purple Line Team is currently evaluating various options to connect the
proposed Capital Crescent Trail to Rock Creek Trail.

The design of the proposed connector trail from the proposed Capital Crescent Trail to existing Rock Creek Trail
was discussed. The proposed trail connection would occur completely within Montgomery County right-of-way in
an effort to minimize direct impacts to the park and natural resources in the vicinity of the proposed project. The
engineering and construction of the trail was discussed and the team described why the proposed connection
would work. Through the majority of the park, the proposed Capital Crescent Trail would be aligned to the south
side of the proposed transitway. The trail would be constructed at a lower elevation than the transitway in an
effort to preserve the viewshed within Rock Creek Stream Valley Park to the maximum extent possible. On the
eastern side of the park, the trail would cross under the proposed transitway in a tunnel, where it would parallel
the transitway to the north.
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We revisited the previous discussion regarding potentially moving the Rock Creek Trail in an effort to reduce
flooding and siltation issues that currently plague the trail. Moving the trail is not a feasible option because of the
instability of slope to the south of the proposed transitway, the construction of the proposed trail and transitway
and associated abutments, and the location of the Rock Creek floodplain. They requested that the Purple Line
Team evaluate potentially raising the trail, either by constructing a boardwalk or by some other means through the
proposed project area. Elevating the trail would improve the functionality of the trail.

M-NCPPC questioned stormwater management measures within the park. Stormwater management facilities
would not be constructed within the park, as this would result in an increase in impacts to park resources. As
such, M-NCPPC concurred that as currently designed, since the proposed project would not have an adverse effect
on the park or any park facilities, it would result in de minimis impacts to the park and trail.

4. Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long Branch Local Park

Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long Branch Local Park would be evaluated as two separate parks. However,
since the alighment and related issues would include the same discussion for both parks, both are included below.
At the May 16, 2012 formal agency coordination meeting, M-NCPPC indicated that the proposed project would
result in de minimis impacts to both Long Branch Stream Valley Park and Long Branch Local Park. However,
additional discussions with other M-NCPPC and Montgomery County staff after that meeting, it was determined
that additional minimization measures would need to be evaluated before M-NCPPC would concur with de
minimis impact determinations for either park. As part of mitigation, M-NCPPC indicated that replanting would be
required within the parks to replace vegetation that would be removed as a result of the proposed project. In
addition, they indicated that new sidewalks have been constructed along Garland Avenue, which is located directly
west of the park. Access to those sidewalks would be maintained at all times during construction. They requested
that construction be avoided during June and July, which are historically the busiest months for Long Branch
Recreational Center.

The Preferred Alternative is aligned through the median of Piney Branch Road, which abuts Long Branch Stream
Valley Park to the north. Right-of-way would be required for the widening of Piney Branch Road to accommodate
the proposed Purple Line. The roadway widening would include two dedicated lanes for the transitway, one in
each direction, an 11-foot wide vehicle lane and a 16-foot wide shared use lane for vehicle and bicycle use in each
direction. Five-foot wide sidewalks would be constructed on both north and south sides of Piney Branch Road.

As currently designed, the Preferred Alternative would require the acquisition of approximately 0.11 acre of
property and approximately 0.36 acre of temporary construction easements from Long Branch Stream Valley Park.
In addition, the Preferred Alignment would require the acquisition of approximately 0.07 acre of property and
approximately 0.24 acre of temporary construction easements from Long Branch Local Park. As part of the
proposed project, the culvert that currently conveys Long Branch Stream beneath Piney Branch Road would be
lengthened and a new parallel pipe would be constructed in an effort to better convey the stream and mitigate
flooding that currently occurs frequently in this location. A majority of the proposed construction, including the
extension of the culvert and construction of the new pipe, would occur from Piney Branch Road in an effort to
minimize impacts to the park. Some tree removal would be required within the park along Piney Branch Road and
the stream directly adjacent to the road for grading. However; some material storage and access through the
existing parking lot may be required.

At the previous meeting, M-NCPPC indicated that there are a lot of problems within Long Branch Stream. The
stream has a lot of erosion issues. In addition, flooding is frequent in the vicinity of Long Branch Stream Valley
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Park. M-NCPPC indicated that there are problems with non-native invasive tree species growing along the stream
banks.

Five-foot wide sidewalks currently exist on either side of Piney Branch Road. The proposed project would include
the construction of five-foot wide sidewalks to replace those that would be displaced as a result of the proposed
project. Montgomery County would like to construct 10-foot wide sidewalks on either side of Piney Branch Road.
M-NCPPC stated that the Sector Plan that is currently under development includes sidewalk widening to 10 feet
along Piney Branch Road. The Purple Line Team indicated that while the current plans include the construction of
five-foot wide sidewalks on either side of Piney Branch Road, some measures could be taken to prepare the
proposed project area for widened sidewalks in the future. Potential measures include raising the headwalls and
wingwalls associated with the proposed culvert extension by 2 % feet so that sidewalk widening could be
accommodated without impacting the extended culvert in the future.

Access to the Long Branch Community Center would be restricted. Access would be limited to right turns into and
out of the community center. The reason for the restricted access is that traffic cannot cross the transitway at an
unsignalized intersection. In addition, there is not enough room on Piney Branch Road to construct left turn lanes
without substantially impacting buildings, which would be necessary to allow for left turns on Piney Branch Road.
Therefore, patrons utilizing the community center from the west would need to make a u-turn at University
Boulevard to access the community center. In addition, patrons wishing to travel eastbound from the community
center would need to turn right onto Piney Branch Road and make a u-turn at Arliss Street to proceed eastbound
on Piney Branch Road. Full access to the Long Branch Trail would be maintained at all times during construction.
The proposed project would include better signalized pedestrian crossings along Piney Branch, which would be
beneficial to park patrons.

M-NCPPC stated that no left turns on Piney Branch Road would be unacceptable according to the Long Branch
Sector Plan, which is currently under development. Approximately 300 to 400 people use the community center
every day, so there is a need to access it. In addition, M-NCPPC indicated their opinion was that since the
restricted access to and from the community center would be a direct result of the proposed Purple Line, MTA is
responsible remediating any potential impacts to access. M-NCPPC indicated that they didn’t feel that all
measures were thoroughly exhausted to minimize impacts to access to the Long Branch Community Center. They
requested additional minimization and mitigation measures be evaluated. Suggested measures include the
following:

e Further widen Piney Branch Road so that left turn lanes could be included in each direction;

e Potentially realign the entrance to the Community Center with Barron Street;

e Potentially relocate the Long Branch Community Center from its current location to the west, east of the
intersection of Garland Avenue and Walden Road;

e Potentially construct an additional access road from Garland Avenue near the Long Branch Library along
an existing pedestrian path. A recently reconstructed pedestrian bridge over Long Branch would need to
be reconstructed to accommodate vehicular traffic; and

The construction of an additional Long Branch Community Center access road from University Boulevard to
Langley Drive has been evaluated in the past by M-NCPPC and Montgomery County. However, that option was
dismissed, as the access road would be through an existing residential area and would result in a significant
increase in traffic within the neighborhood and affecting safety.
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M-NCPPC requested that the Purple Line Team attempt to minimize tree loss within Long Branch Stream Valley
Park, as the proposed limits of disturbance, as currently designed, appear to be a bit more generous than is
necessary. The Team will further refine the temporary impacts, limits-of-disturbance, and tree removal within
Long Branch Stream Valley Park.

The measures listed above will be further evaluated and discussed at the next meeting with M-NCPPC.
5. Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park

For documentation purposes, this park includes Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, Sligo Cabin Neighborhood Park,
and Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail. The Purple Line Team verified that this would be acceptable to M-
NCPPC. The park is 543 acres in size, consists of seven different units, and encompasses the Sligo Creek floodplain.
The park was purchased and developed using Capper-Cramton Act funding.

The proposed project is aligned through the median of Wayne Avenue in the vicinity of Sligo Creek Stream Valley
Park. In addition, the proposed Green Trail would be constructed from Silver Spring to Sligo Creek Parkway in this
area, abutting Wayne Avenue to the north. Anticipated impacts to Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park were discussed
with M-NCPPC. As currently designed, the proposed project would result in 0.25 acre of permanent impacts, as
well as 1.48 acre of temporary impacts. In addition, a 0.03 acre sliver of land currently owned by Montgomery
County that abuts Wayne Avenue to the south would be conveyed to M-NCPPC for use as park. Not only with the
bridge on Wayne Avenue need to be reconstructed to accommodate the transit way, it would be moved slightly to
the west to accommodate the realignment of Sligo Creek. Flooding is an issue within the proposed project area at
this location. Realigning the existing stream would be beneficial to the park and the surrounding area, as it would
alleviate these flooding issues. Full access to the park and facilities would be maintained at all times during
construction. No park facilities would be affected by the proposed project.

Tree loss is proposed in the vicinity of the proposed project as a result of roadway widening, bridge reconstruction,
and stream realignment. Mapping was presented at the meeting to illustrate proposed tree removal. Tree
removal was determined as a combined result of aerial photography, engineering, and site reconnaissance to
determine where trees currently exist that would need to be removed. It was determined during the meeting that
WSSC is completing a lot of work within Sligo Creek. M-NCPPC will attempt to provide mapping of the stream
upgrades.

The proposed access road located to the south of Wayne Avenue is currently a utility easement. This area was also
used as an access road for WSSC to complete work in January 2012. Tree removal to the south of Wayne Avenue
could potentially be further minimized. To the north of Wayne Avenue, parking within the park would be
reconfigured and replaced as a result of the proposed project. There were concerns about potential impacts to
Sligo Creek Parkway as a result of the roadway tie-ins. This had already been considered by the team, and the
proposed tie-ins are relatively short.

M-NCPPC will have an internal meeting to discuss the proposed project and anticipated impacts. There will be
further discussions between M-NCPPC and the Purple Line Team to discuss a potential de minimis impact finding.

6. New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park
In the vicinity of New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park, from Piney Branch Road, the proposed transitway

would turn southbound onto University Boulevard, where it would be aligned through the middle of the roadway.
The Piney Branch station is proposed for construction directly after the Piney Branch Road-University Boulevard
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intersection. The transitway and station construction would require roadway widening of University Boulevard in
this location. The proposed alignment was shifted slightly to the east in an effort to minimize residential
displacements.

As currently designed, the proposed project would result in 0.32 acre of permanent impacts, as well as 0.35 acre of
temporary impacts. The existing parking lot would need to be removed, as roadway widening and sidewalk
construction would impact half of the existing parking area. In addition, the construction of the proposed
transitway would allow only right turns in and out of the park.

The proposed project would require the displacement of an existing grocery store and gas station, located directly
north of the park. In addition, the Takoma/Langley Crossroads Sector Plan is currently being developed for the
proposed project area. M-NCPPC has expressed an interest in the identified displacement area directly to the
north of the park for potential future parking. In addition, there have been discussions about potentially
construction a regulation size soccer field at the park. M-NCPPC indicated that the sector plan that is currently
under development indicates that a loop road would be constructed through the park to provide access to private
property to the north of the park. M-NCPPC stated that the park would be redeveloped, regardless of the
proposed project. The park will be reclassified from a neighborhood park to community use/urban recreation
park. Due to so many unknowns with regard to potential impacts and mitigation, a finding for this park is pending.

7. Next Meeting

M-NCPPC indicated that they would concur with the Federal Transit Administration finding that Elm Street Urban
Park and Rock Creek Stream Valley Park would be subject to de minimis impact findings. As such, after the
conclusion of the meeting, the Purple Line Team would continue with the required de minimis coordination
process. Depending on refinements to the LOD, Long Branch Stream Valley Park could potentially be subject to de
minimis impacts as well. Internal meetings between M-NCPPC will occur in December where they will further
discuss the proposed project and anticipated impacts. Additional coordination would be required regarding
anticipated impacts to Long Branch Local Park, Long Branch Stream Valley Park, Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, and
New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park. In addition, coordination for mitigation and minimization will be
ongoing between the Purple Line Team and M-NCPPC.
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ACTION ITEM SUMMARY

Task # | Action Item Due Date Status

Evaluate possibly landscaping the existing “rock garden” between Elm
Street Urban Park and the Air Rights Building

Evaluate potentially raising Rock Creek Trail in an effort to decrease
2. | flooding impacts and siltation. Look into potentially constructing a
boardwalk.

Refine the LOD within Long Branch Stream Valley Park to determine if tree
clearing can be minimized or if the LOD can be decreased

Long Branch Local Park- investigate potential left turns on Piney Branch
Road

5. | Potentially move Long Branch Community Center

Potentially construct a new access road into Long Branch Community
Center

New Hampshire Estates Neighborhood Park- look into what they are
7. | planning to do with the parcels at corner of University Blvd and Piney
Branch Road

Are there plans to close off access to the corner parcels from Piney
8. | Branch/University? If so, sector plan has potential loop road constructed
through the park

10.

11.

12.

13.
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SIGN IN SHEET

Name Company Phone Number E-mail Address

Kristi Hewlett Purple Line 410-230-6654 kristi.hewlett@jacobs.com
Jim Guinther Purple Line 443-224-1583 jguinther@wrallp.com
Harriet Levine Purple Line 410-230-6630 harriet.levine@jacobs.com

Chuck Kines

M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks

301-495-2184

Charles.Kines@montgomeryparks.org

Doug Redmond

M-NCPPC Montgomery County Parks

301-384-2417

Doug.Redmond@montgomeryparks.org

Steve Hawtof

Purple Line

443-348-2017

shawtof@gfnet.com

General Engineering Consultant Team
Gannett Fleming/Whitman, Requardt and Associates JV
801 South Caroline Street, Baltimore, MD 21231
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Purple Line GEC
Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission - Montgomery County Parks and Recreation
Department Formal Agency Coordination Meeting
Parkside Headquarters
9500 Brunett Avenue
Silver Spring, Maryland
Friday, February 1, at 3:00 PM

MEETING SUMMARY

ATTENDEES: Mr. Tom Autry, M-NCPPC Montgomery County Department of Planning
Mr. Stephen Chandlee, M-NCPPC Department of Parks
Mr. Jim Guinther, Purple Line GEC
Mr. Steve Hawtof, Purple Line GEC
Ms. Jayne Hench, M-NCPPC Department of Parks
Mr. John Hench, M-NCPPC Department of Parks
Ms. Kristi Hewlett, Purple Line GEC
Mr. Charles Kines, M-NCPPC Department of Parks
Ms. Harriet Levine, Purple Line GEC
Mr. Michael Madden, Maryland Transit Administration
Ms. Mitra Pedoeem, M-NCPPC Department of Parks
Mr. Doug Redmond, M-NCPPC Department of Parks
Ms. Melissa Williams, M-NCPPC Montgomery County Department of Planning

LIST OF HANDOUTS:
- Powerpoint Presentation

The meeting opened with introductions. A brief overview of the agenda, which included a discussion of de
minimis, de minimis and temporary occupancy determinations to date, and a discussion of outstanding park
impact determinations, was provided to the group.

1. Discussion of Section 4(f) de minimis impact findings and the de minimis process

The Team described for the group what a Section 4(f) de minimis impact finding is, as well as the process for
determining de minimis impacts. A finding of de minimis impact can be made only if the official with jurisdiction
over that resource concurs that the project “will not adversely affect the activities, features, and attributes” that
make the property eligible for protection under Section 4(f). The finding is based on the transportation use of the
Section 4(f) resource, together with any impact, avoidance, minimization, or enhancement measures incorporated
into the project. A use of a resource was described as the permanent impact to a Section 4(f) resource by a
transportation project. Examples were provided as to what, exactly, would constitute a use. The public needs to
be afforded an opportunity to review and comment on the effects of the proposed project on protected activities,
features, and attributes of the Section 4(f) resource. A de minimis impact finding does not affect the significance
of the resource, minimization or mitigation plans. It was also discussed that a de minimis impact finding is “as
mitigated.” This means that the anticipated impacts, along with any mitigation measures that are agreed upon by

General Engineering Consultant Team
Gannett Fleming/Whitman, Requardt and Associates JV
100 North Charles Street, Baltimore, MD 21201
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both parties would be included in the de minimis letter. The terms of reaching a de minimis impact finding would
be outlined in the letter.

A brief overview of de minimis and temporary occupancy determinations to date was provided for the meeting
attendees.

2. Elm Street Urban Park

As discussed in previous meetings and a follow up email from M-NCPPC pm January 3, 2012, as currently
designed, the Preferred Alternative would result in 0.02 acre of temporary impacts to ElIm Street Urban Park.
Impacts would be a result of the construction of the access from the park to the proposed CCT. The proposed trail
connection would be eight feet wide, but depending on park plans, could be widened to ten feet. Impacts would
be temporary and would improve access to the park from the trail. The trail connection would be aerial over the
transitway, where it would cross to parallel the transitway to the north. The pedestrian bridge over the transitway
would be fenced within a boxed truss over the track.

There were questions about the potential visual impacts of the proposed trail and transitway from Elm Street
Urban Park. In the vicinity of the park, the proposed transitway would be constructed within the tunnel under the
Air Rights Building. There would be walls constructed directly north of the park that would screen the view of the
transitway from the park. The design of the walls would be consistent with what is proposed with the
redevelopment of the Air Rights Building.

M-NCPPC concurred that as currently designed, impacts to Elm Street Urban Park as a result of the proposed
project would require a temporary occupancy determination. However, if the design of the trail connection
changes and results in impacts to the existing playground or the removal of trees, this finding would need to be
revisited. The meeting attendees agreed that the proposed project would result in temporary occupancy at ElIm
Street Urban Park.

3. Rock Creek Stream Valley Park

In the vicinity of Rock Creek Stream Valley Park, the limit of disturbance for the proposed project would be
completely within Montgomery County right-of-way. Construction would occur from Lyttonsville area in an effort
to expedite construction in the vicinity of the park. Rock Creek National Recreational Trail would be detoured
temporarily during construction in an effort to protect trail patrons. Extensive tree clearing would occur in order
to perform the construction of the trail and transitway. This would result in increased visibility of the trail and
transitway. The Purple Line Team is currently evaluating various options to connect the proposed Capital Crescent
Trail to Rock Creek Trail.

At previous meetings, attendees requested that the team evaluate potentially moving the Rock Creek Trail in an
effort to reduce flooding and siltation issues that currently plague the trail. As discussed earlier, moving the trail is
not a feasible option because of the instability of slope to the south of the proposed transitway, the construction
of the proposed trail and transitway and associated abutments, and the location of the Rock Creek floodplain. The
team evaluated raising the trail within Montgomery County right-of-way. It was determined that the trail could be
raised on an elevated wooden boardwalk through the right-of-way, which would elevate the trail out of the one
year floodplain, which is the reason for all of the sedimentation issues the trail the trail is subject to directly
adjacent to the creek. Raising the trail on an elevated boardwalk would be necessary so that the flow of water
would not be impeded. The trail would be designed to M-NCPPC standards. Coordination with M-NCPPC will be
ongoing regarding the design of the trail. M-NCPPC concurred that as currently designed, since the proposed
project would not have an adverse effect on the park or any park facilities, it would result in de minimis impacts to
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the park and trail. The meeting attendees agreed that as currently designed, the proposed project would result in
de minimis impacts to Rock Creek Stream Valley Park and Rock Creek National Recreational Trail.

4. Long Branch Stream Valley Park

As currently designed, the Preferred Alternative is aligned through the median of Piney Branch Road, which abuts
Long Branch Stream Valley Park to the north. Right-of-way would be required for the widening of Piney Branch
Road to accommodate the proposed Purple Line. The Preferred Alternative would require the acquisition of
approximately 0.11 acre of property and approximately 0.36 acre of temporary construction easements from the
park. The roadway widening would include two dedicated lanes for the transitway, one in each direction, an 11-
foot wide vehicle lane and a 16-foot wide shared use lane for vehicle and bicycle use in each direction. Five-foot
wide sidewalks would be constructed on both north and south sides of Piney Branch Road.

As part of the proposed project, the culvert that currently conveys Long Branch Stream beneath Piney Branch
Road would be lengthened and a new parallel pipe would be constructed in an effort to better convey the stream
and mitigate flooding that currently occurs frequently in this location. A majority of the proposed construction,
including the extension of the culvert and construction of the new pipe, would occur from Piney Branch Road in an
effort to minimize impacts to the park. Some tree removal would be required within the park along Piney Branch
Road and the stream directly adjacent to the road for grading.

At previous formal agency coordination meetings and a follow-up email sent from M-NCPPC on January 3, 2013,
M-NCPPC indicated that the proposed project would result in de minimis impacts to Long Branch Stream Valley
Park. The meeting attendees agreed that as currently designed, the proposed project would result in de minimis
impacts to Long Branch Stream Valley Park.

5. Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park

For documentation purposes, this park includes Sligo Creek Stream Valley Park, Sligo Cabin Neighborhood Park,
and Sligo Creek National Recreational Trail. The Purple Line Team verified that this would be acceptable to M-
NCPPC. The park is 543 acres in size, consists of seven different units, and encompasses the Sligo Creek floodplain.
The park was purchased and developed using Capper-Cramton Act funding.

As currently designed, the proposed project is aligned through the median of Wayne Avenue throug